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Rt. 12, Frodariok, Kd, 21TO1 
3/26/78 

Dr. JaasB Rhoads, Art^vlst 
National AxofalTBs 
Rastaiii^tOD, C.C. 2CM06 

Doar ])r. Rhoads, 

Dsspite hsr amest off or of skirts bshind whloh you bids Hs. Jaaw Snith's >/2A/TQ 
is in ay now inadoquato and iaap; roprlato, d»s>rh» svan mth tho tltls of hsr sl«naturs. 

fiy raqussts are not now dssoribsd as in hsr first ssateoos,‘'ooooemitur tho zsoords of 
th« Warren CooaisB^ono" 

teolaia to hoTS prooldad adaquato roopooss, including to sy prerloua lettors, and 
®othinc to add in tho light of the Epstain hook .nd attandant pronotioxts is a 
natter about which ws nay have to await what the future nay bold. 

iJlnos writing you last I have obtained a copy of Logand . Vers X in your position, 

^th or without sheltering skirts and even without a oasa in court, nobody would speak 
for BN about what the book attributee to you and X certainly would under no droumstanoee 
oontant nywelf with ‘Itawe nothing further to add." 

Tho passing of Uas/ and delays in responding, U whnt I rooelT*^ aay be called 
reejxmse, und other eonaideretlono of whloh you are aware dim uy reool^eotim of what 
^ incki^ in what 1 hove aaked for. There is also tfis question of how you aay chose to 
totsy^t or msintsi^t ay requests, a natter on which I now do haw sooe roooids. iio 
in order to do what 1 nay In thi> Interert of thn future and what nay be known about 
thsee Tarlous historic ewonds and relevant official behavior and nisbehavlor I would 
here like to elinlnate any posaibili^ of any nislnterpretatioo. 

In Boaw roapocte this nay be a new request. Jn others, as wlto Hoseoko and what 
relstoa to his it is not, ay request for suoh infoxnatioa having boon nade In 1975, when 
it did reoelve sons if inoociplete eonplisnoe. 

Th ere now ie no reasonablH doubt that by coatrollliig aooaaii to IcXonmtioa an by 
donjug it whloh 1 an an sxanple) the goveroKet has engsged in Orwellieii practise and 
in this toe nlsused the *’reedoa of IcfcrRatioa and PrlTecy Acte in a to now succenaful 
prop B ^ MUU - diaiaforo4itloi>- mitiuti* 

In this ^ Archlvaa has b<>en Involved. It oontlnuesto deny to ne infomattoo that 
was Bade available to another whoee views ere congenial to offidal belief as rino are 
tot. In this it is isBateilal how that infoxnstion was moAe avoUabltu 1 tolievr that 

^ E^t^s representations In It and elsewhere as weU as roprosentetioa-* Bade 
about him and it by others should have required on inquiry by thn Archives into nany 
to continued denials to ns to how wtot was sede sveilable 

«»rofore r^^t copies of all records relating to the book and the agencies In- 
voi^ in it, as stntec aoovei coplea of ell records idmUfal to thoso n-ie availablt; to 
hie behalf I copies of all records relating to thn prooessine of his anil all 
^r si^lar or idsnttoal requesto and parttoularly relating to thTStos to ewjoptionsi 

wquBOts Bads by or for hla and of slnilar requsS by* 

of 

««, I "® personal need and b>cauee of other factors of which you 

awendsd “ «alv«r of all foes and costs, under the provlalona of tho 

aaended FOU. I boUove that 1 satisfy the requinaeaita of the statute la thin renpoet. 

Slnoeroly, *»aroltl Weisberg 
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